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~o~s WES~ CANAL WATER DIST~CT
~i~nt ~,O, BOX 1~~ T~i~ RICHV~E, CA 95974

~V~ P~ident
~ ~ PHON~: (916) ~2-50S3 A~o~

~: (9t 6) 342.8233 Minim.

~1~ ~fa                                                                                        ~r,

Rick Breitenbach
CALFED Bay-Delta Program
1416 Ni.a~ S~e~t, SLtit¢ 1
Sacramento, CA 958 I4

Re: Comments on 1998 CALFED Bay-Ddta Draft Programmatic EIR~IS

Mr. Breitenbach:

Western Canal Water District (WCWD) appreciates the opportunity to provide written
comments on the 1.998 CALFED ]lay-Delta Draft Programmatic ~IR/EIS. This massive
document was not easy to review and WC~D thanks you for emending the comment
p~riod. We can only hope that the final prvgra~!mlati¢ EIPJEIS is
cumbersome.

While in¢orl~rafing the six core. progvam.~ into one preferred alternative s~ems a noble
idea, it appears that the agricultural ~mmvaity and Northern California will shoulder the
burden. In turn, urban "and ¢nvil’onmental interests will reap huge bon¢fits at th~ expense
of agriculture. WCWD feels that these significant redirected impacts are unacceptable
without clearly defined and me~aningful mitigation measures,, which are sadly absent from
the. document.

WCWD supports the ex,ncept and goals of CALFED, specifically the gi~ core programs.
However, we feel that new ~ter storage should be a priority inclusion in CALFED’s
mission statement as well.
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Water Storage

WC~ ~ot sup~ ~y final EI~IS ~t does not contain provisions for s~rage
~ no~ ~d ~ of ~e Dell. Wi~ proj~d popul~tba hatreds ~e~ ~11 ~ a
efiti~l need for new water supplies. ~fim m~res s~h ~ wa~er ~fe~ ~d
~ation ¢~not ~ ~lid a~n to p~vide reliable ~m~ent supply. C~tED m~t
not j~t ~dy but ~lly con~ct storage f~ili~es. ~e~er on-~e~ or off-~
storage projec~ provide n~ous ~nefi~ to C~fo~ New water supply, fl~
prote~on, reer~on ~d ~nt~t supply reliabifity ~e j~ a f~w of ~e a~bu~s of
msewoi~. WC%~ h~ s~nt a~ut $I 5,000 ~r y~ repai~g fl~ ~e ~om ~e
S~ento River in~e 1~ fo~ y~s, Hi,way 162 n~ Bu~ City ~ closed for 26
days Sis w~er due t, floodi~. WC~ i~i~s ~t CALFED ~clude a t~e line for
co~e~oa of sto~e ~ili~es md be plae~ on a pdori~" b~is h the fi~ EIMEIS.

Water Tr~sfe~

WC~ h~ eng~ in wat~ ~sfers ~ ~e p~t (1991~ 1 ~2, l ~4 Dm~ht Wat~
B~) ~d world p~cipate ~ ~tme ~r ~msfer ~og~ w~e enco~ing new
water sterne projcc~. Wa~r ~fers may help ~e state meet deeds for ~e sho~
te~, b~ long ~ ~fem may have sefio~ !~ ~pac~ such ~ ~u~er over~
wa~r q~li~ de~a~on ~d h~ to ~e envir~mem. Wa~r ~fem ~1I not
1~1 public ac~ee ~$out a co~i~ent to new sto~e,

Wmer ~e section 1011 ~ovides for and en~ur~ ~e creation ~d ~fer of
conse~ watt. WC~’s go$ is to o~te at Se most efficient level ~ssible, The
Dep~ent of Water Resoles should t.~zc ~I com¢~,~ ~vater (w~ch is o~ed
by WC~ p~s~t to WC I011) ~ a value ~ ~e s~e ~d pay W’C~ for ~s ~ter.
Wi$out payment or cr~i~ ~ is li~le ~centive to m~� capitol ~provemen~
n~ to e~d congestion effo~. C~FED m~ s~ ~e ~fer of
con~ed water in Se fm~ E~IS,

Meander Brits

WCWD i.~ .~trongly opposed to this back to nature concept. Taking several thousand acres
of prime agricultural land out of production will put some of our landowners out of
b~i~ess. These meander zones could threaten e×isting infi’~’tructure within our district.
WCWD recently completed the Gary N. Brown Siphon at a cost of approximately
$10,000,000. This project which was a join~ fundia~ effort of WCWD, California Urban
Water Agencies, U.S, Del~aruneat of ~terior and CALFED Category III Program, helped
restore over 25 miles of Butte Creek to unimpeded flow. A meander belt near this area
could render the siphon useless. CAI_.FI:,D needs to more carefully consider the negative
consequences of the meartder zone concept on productive land ~d/or infrastructures. The
s~gnificant redirected impact~ to WCWD a~c tmaccept~ble.
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~’ate~h~ Man~ement

WC~ sup~m w~e~h~ m~ag~m~t ~tegy ~t ~ill include ~1 s~eholders.
Watershed m~agement s~te~ should not include acc~ulation
creeks md rivers if it ~tens ~e ~tegri~ of bridges, Iev~ md o~er s~c~s,
Seve~ bridges in or ne~ our ~s~ct were ~ed ~ 1997 ~d 1998 by woMy debris
~t ~e ~sl~g~ by fl~ water.

It is WC~’s s~ce~ wish ~t ~ese e~ems ~~ ~1 help ~ C~FED Bay-
Delta pro~ ~Meve a soli~ logic~ ~d workable solution to
r~r~ting ~ignific~t negative imp~ts to ~fi¢~e. WC~ r~li~s ~at we m~ all
work together to accomplish t~ goals at hand. We believe t~t the ~y feasible answe,
to California’s long m~ w~er problems is b~lding addif!onM sto~e facilities. If this
option is el~mt~ from flxe list of solutions, flxen the tesdt w~l most cet~y be a
mdfiple ehoi~ of~d~uate ~wers.

Sincerely,

Lance Tennis. President
Board of Directors, WCWD
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